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DISCUSSION: The waiver application was denied by the District Director, Los Angeles (Santa Ana),
California. The matter 1s now before the Administrative Appeals Office (AAO) on appeal. The appeal will
be dismissed.

The record reflects that the applicant is a native and citizen of Mexico who was found to be inadmissible to
the United States pursuant to section 212(a)(2)(A)(i)(I) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (the Act), 8
US.C. § 1182(a)(2)(A)(1')(I), for having been convicted of crimes involving moral turpitude (inflicting
corporal injury on a Spouse and receiving stolen property). The record indicates that the applicant has a U.S,
citizen spouse and two U.S. citizen children, The applicant seeks 3 waiver of inadmissibility in order to
reside with his family in the United States,

on a qualifying relative and denied the Application for Waiver of Grounds of Excludability. Decision of the
District Director, dated April 23, 2004.

On appeal, counsel asserts that the applicant is rehabilitated, his convictions are in the process of being
expunged and his wife and child will suffer extreme hardship if he ig removed. Form 1-290B, dated May 26,
2004. Counsel requested 30 days to submit further evidence, but nothing further was submitted, therefore the
record is considered complete.

(1) [Alny alien convicted of, or who admits having committed, or who admits committing acts
which constitute the essential elements of-

() a crime nvolving moral turpitude (other than a purely political
offense) or an attempt or conspiracy to commit such acrime. . . is
inadmissible,

Section 212(h) of the Act provides, in pertinent part, that:

(h) The Attorney Genera] [now, Secretary, Homeland Security, “Secretary”] may, in his
discretion, waive the application of subparagraphs A)AOd) ... of subsection @Q2)...if-

(1)B) in the case of an Immigrant who is the spouse, barent, son, or daughter of



The second part of the analysis requires the applicant to establish extreme hardship to a qualifying relative i
the event that they remain in the United States. The record indicates that the applicant’s Spouse has been
employed since 1996, Form G-325, dated November 6, 2002. There is no indication that the applicant’s
Spouse cannot retain her employment and Support the family, nor js there any indication that the applicant
cannot support the family from Mexico.
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does not necessarily amount to extreme hardship but rather represents the type of Inconvenience and hardship
experienced by the families of most aliens being deported.

Moreover, the U.S. Supreme Court additionally held in JNS v. Jong Ha Wang, 450 U.S. 139 (1981), that the
mere showing of economic detriment to qualifying family members is insufficient to Warrant a finding of
extreme hardship.

n its totality reflects that the applicant has
failed to show that his U.S. citizen spouse or children would suffer hardship that is unusual or beyond that
which would normally be expected upon removal in the event that they relocate to Mexico Or remain in the
United States with continued access to U.S. employment.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.



